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1973ff et seq.) is amended by adding at the
end the following new sections:
‘‘SEC. 108. ELECTRONIC TRANSMITTAL OF BAL-

LOTING MATERIALS.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Each State, in coopera-

tion with the Presidential designee, shall es-
tablish a system for electronic transmittal
of balloting materials for overseas voters.
The system shall provide for—

‘‘(1) electronic transmittal as an alter-
native method for transmittal of balloting
materials to overseas voters;

‘‘(2) use of the format of the official post
card form prescribed under section 101 (or
the format of any other registration form
provided for under State law) for purposes of
absentee voter registration application and
absentee ballot application, with the condi-
tion that a State may require receipt of a
form with an original signature before the
ballot of the voter is counted;

‘‘(3) furnishing of absentee ballots by elec-
tronic transmittal, from locations within the
State, as selected by the chief State election
official, to overseas voters who request such
transmittal; and

‘‘(4) special alternative methods of trans-
mittal of balloting materials for use only
when required by an emergency declared by
the President or the Congress.

‘‘(b) FUNDING REQUIREMENT.—The require-
ments of subsection (a) shall apply to a State
with respect to an election—

‘‘(1) if there is full payment by the Federal
Government of any additional cost incurred
by the State after the date of the enactment
of this Act for the implementation of such
subsection (a), with such costs to be deter-
mined by the Presidential designee and the
chief State election official, acting jointly;
or

‘‘(2) in any case of less than full payment,
as described in paragraph (1), if the State, in
the manner provided for under the law of the
State, agrees to the application of such re-
quirements.
‘‘SEC. 109. NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENT FOR AP-

PROVAL OF ELECTRONIC TRANSMIT-
TAL METHOD.

‘‘The Presidential designee may not ap-
prove use of any method of electronic trans-
mittal for purposes of this Act, unless, not
later than 90 days before the effective date of
the approval, the Presidential designee sub-
mits to the Congress a detailed report de-
scribing the method.’’.

(b) DEFINITION AMENDMENT.—Section 107 of
the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absen-
tee Voting Act (42 U.S.C. 1973ff–6) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking out ‘‘and’’ at the end of
paragraph (7);

(2) by striking out the period at the end of
paragraph (8) and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘;
and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘‘(9) the term ‘electronic transmittal’
means, with respect to balloting materials,
transmittal by facsimile machine or other
electronic method approved by the Presi-
dential designee.’’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to elections taking place after December 31,
1996.
SEC. 6. REPORT PROVISION.

Section 101(b)(6) of the Uniformed and
Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act (42
U.S.C. 1973ff–(b)(6)) is amended—

(1) by striking out ‘‘participation and’’ and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘participation,’’;
and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: ‘‘, and a separate analysis of
electronic transmittal of balloting mate-
rials’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. EHLERS] and the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. FAZIO] will
each be recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. EHLERS].

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the legislation before us
amends the Uniform and Overseas Citi-
zens Absentee Voting Act. It was
unanimously passed in committee on
March 12, 1996.

Currently, 6 million citizens are cov-
ered by the provisions of the original
act passed in 1986, a decade ago. This
includes 1.5 million U.S. military per-
sonnel in and out of the United States,
their families, and over 3 million U.S.
citizens living overseas.

This measure will make it easier for
overseas citizens to cast absentee bal-
lots in a timely fashion, and help to
guarantee ballot integrity for all those
covered in the act by requiring ballot
secrecy and the return of the original
paper ballots to the State where the
ballots are counted. A manager’s
amendment strengthens the guarantee
of ballot secrecy in the bill by provid-
ing for ballot confidentiality through-
out the federally funded transmission
process, not just at the voting location.

I would emphasize, also, that the
Federal Government will be paying the
full cost of this program, particularly
that required to electronically trans-
mit ballot materials. Therefore, this is
not an unfunded mandate being im-
posed on local units of government.

A great many States already provide
for electronic transmission of ballot
applications and some do for ballots as
well. This bill would encourage all
States to ensure that all American
citizens everywhere throughout the
world have speedy access to the voting
box.

Mr. Speaker, I urge that we suspend
the rules and pass this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join the
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. EHLERS,
and Chairman THOMAS in cosponsoring
H.R. 3058, to amend the Uniformed and
Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act.

This is a small, but important, step
forward in trying to make it easier for
American citizens to register and vote.

The Federal Voting Assistance Pro-
gram, which administers the law and
which operates under the Secretary of
Defense, has been very successful over
the years in working with the States to
facilitate registration and voting by
our military personnel, their families,
and the several million American citi-
zens who live abroad.

The program has been responsible for
a number of innovative ideas in the
elections area, including the promotion
of electronically transmitted ballot
materials which were essential during

the Gulf war, with so many military
personnel in a combat area during the
election period.

Because of its established organiza-
tion and lines of authority, the mili-
tary portion of the voting assistance
program has run well and has achieved
voting participation rates well in ex-
cess of the overall population.

But the several million overseas
American civilians are widely dis-
persed, often isolated, and can be found
anywhere around the globe. Many are
nowhere near an embassy or consulate
but do have access to a fax machine.
These amendments, by allowing reg-
istration and voting materials to be
sent and received electronically while
ensuring their security and integrity,
will provide a much greater oppor-
tunity for those Americans living
abroad to participate in our most im-
portant democratic responsibility.

This legislation is strongly supported
by the Department of Defense and by
the various organizations representing
citizens abroad. I urge my colleagues
to support passage of H.R. 3058.

Mr. Speaker, having no requests for
time, I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to thank the gentleman from
California for his support of this legis-
lation and for his comments. He points
out very clearly the need to update
this legislation to ensure that every
citizen, whether serving in the military
or as a civilian overseas, has the oppor-
tunity to express their opinion, and
voice their opinion at the ballot box. I
appreciate the support of the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. FAZIO].

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
EHLERS] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3058, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Mr.
Edwin Thomas, one of his secretaries.
f

QUESTION OF PERSONAL
PRIVILEGE

Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I
rise on a question of personal privilege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair is aware of the insertion into the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and believes
the gentleman raises a question of per-
sonal privilege.

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
GUNDERSON] is recognized for 1 hour.
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Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may
consume.

(Mr. GUNDERSON asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, last
week, in a ‘‘Dear Colleague’’ commu-
nication with the Members of Congress
and in an extension of remarks printed
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and,
again, in remarks included in a special
order at the end of congressional busi-
ness, Congressman BOB DORNAN raised
questions about me and my sponsor-
ship of an event in a Federal Govern-
ment building.

The gentleman from California has
every right to dislike me if he so choos-
es. But he has no right to misrepresent
the facts, nor the motives of others in
this, his latest, attempt to smear the
gay community. Today, I take this
time to set the record straight. I apolo-
gize to my colleagues for using valu-
able floor time in a busy legislative
week, but in this circumstance, I have
no choice. This is a much bigger issue
than a personal or ideological dispute.
This is a question of whether individ-
uals in American society should be able
to intentionally misrepresent the facts,
question others’ motives, and inten-
tionally falsify information in an at-
tempt to discredit other elements of
society. If there is to remain any ele-
ment of mutual respect in a diverse so-
ciety, we must reject intentional ef-
forts to personally destroy those with
whom we might disagree.

Mr. DORNAN uses an article by a free-
lance journalist Marc Marano and a
video tape produced by the Family Re-
search Council to portray a recent se-
ries of events held in this town, in gov-
ernment buildings, as a party of nu-
merous illegal activities. Nothing
could be further from the truth. Here is
the entire story, with the facts.

Early this year, four young profes-
sional men from the Washington-Balti-
more area decided they wanted to ‘‘do
something to make a difference.’’
These gentlemen, in their twenties, are
Kenny Eggerl, a producer and owner of
KSE Productions—a sales meetings,
special events, and fashion show com-
pany; David Parham, a director of pub-
lic policy and education for the Urban
Land Institute; Ryan Peal, an account
executive with Hill & Knowlton; and
Bill Pullen, a manager of rehab serv-
ices at Mid Atlantic medical Services,
Inc. They felt the younger generation
was not yet doing its part, especially in
the fight against AIDS. Their genera-
tion is unable financially to support
most large fund raising dinners in this
town. So they decided to create a
weekend of low-dollar events which
many could afford. Because of the pop-
ularity of dance events, they chose this
avenue for the focus of their activities.
Because the availability of buildings
centered around the weekend of April
12–14, they called the event Cherry Ju-
bilee in honor of the cherry blossoms
decorating this town at the time.

Tickets for the events met these fi-
nancial concerns. Individual tickets
were $20 for the Friday night dance; $35
for the Saturday night dance; and $25
for the Sunday morning brunch. In the
end approximately $130,000 was raised.
Expenses, I am told, will finalize at be-
tween $70,000 and $80,000. The net pro-
ceeds then will be $50,000 to $60,000
raised for two AIDS service organiza-
tions: Whitman-Walker Health Clinic,
and Food and Friends. Most citizens
should be very proud of these efforts
and the services they will provide. This
was a gift of love, not a weekend of il-
legal activity. It was a human response
of charity, not a call for more Federal
funds. It should be an undertaking that
both Democrats and Republicans are
proud of. I dare say if more such events
were held across the country, we could
find ways to meet the needs of our fel-
low man while still balancing the Fed-
eral budget!

Friday night, April 12 kicked off the
weekend with a dance at a club called
Diversite’. Approximately 800 attended.
There were no reports of violence or il-
legal activity.

Saturday night—April 13; the main
event was held at the Mellon Audito-
rium part of the Department of Com-
merce. This place had been rec-
ommended to the sponsors by a mutual
friend. All of the proper paper work re-
quired by the Department was com-
pleted and the arrangements were fi-
nalized. A liability contract was signed
for the evening. A total of nine secu-
rity personnel were obtained. Security
was primarily contracted through a se-
curity agency approved by the Com-
merce Department. The final security
detail included nine individuals; two
Federal security personnel, six security
officers approved by the Department
through private contract, and an off-
duty policeman. The auditorium was
rented by the hour, for a total cost of
$7,500 plus $1,600 for cleaning afterward.
In addition, a building engineer and a
building representative were on duty
during the entire time.

Approximately 2,000 attended the
dance. In addition to the security de-
tail mentioned above, approximately 30
event volunteers assisted the sponsors
in managing the event. Food and
Friends provided eight individuals to
assist with tickets and such at the en-
trance. Whitman-Walker, who served
as the fiscal agent, provided three indi-
viduals to collect and handle the
money throughout the night.

Sunday morning, a brunch was held
in the Rayburn Courtyard. I had been
asked if I would obtain a space that
might be used as a part of the week-
end’s activities to benefit Whitman-
Walker and Food and Friends. Because
these events were in Washington, and
some of the attendees would be from
out of town, the sponsors desired a
place which helped to portray our Na-
tion’s Capitol. I was happy to be of as-
sistance. The event was held from 1 to
4 p.m. on Sunday, April 14th in the
Courtyard of the Rayburn Office Build-

ing. Approximately 500 attended the
event. Capitol Hill uniformed police
frequently walked through the event.
Absolutely no trouble occurred or was
reported by anyone. The sponsors made
sure everyone understood they were in
the offices of the U.S. Congress. Proper
dress and decorum were maintained at
all times.

Mr. DORNAN refers to an article writ-
ten by Marc Marano as the basis for his
allegations. Some things should be un-
derstood. Mr. Marano is a free lance
journalist who often works as a mate-
rial source for so-called conservative
journalists. To our knowledge, no
mainstream press ran Mr. Marano’s
story. He never once tried to interview
me or any of the event’s sponsors. Nor
did he talk to any of the security per-
sonnel, nor the responsible authorities
at the Department of Commerce.
Throughout his entire story, not one
source is ever identified or quoted. The
only knowledge we have of the story
being published is in Human Events,
and as a basis for a column by col-
umnist Armstrong Williams. According
to that column, Mr. Marano was hired
by the Family Research Council to do
the investigation. The Family Re-
search Council produced a video tape
regarding the event.

There is no record that Mr. Marano
purchased tickets for any of the events.
He clearly did not use his own name
and address at any time. Nor did he
seek to obtain any press credentials for
the events. Rather he chose to go un-
dercover, unaccounted for, and free to
discover his own story. Personally, I
am disappointed that he chose to mis-
represent himself, and his profession in
an attempt to find material to use
against others in society. I wish he had
the courage, honesty, and decency to
simply buy the tickets under his own
name, or pursue the story through le-
gitimate journalistic procedures.

Mr. Marano says in his story, he
‘‘proceeded on assignment into the gay
world for an undercover investigation.’’
I also wish the Family Research Coun-
cil had been willing to honestly ask for
press credentials and cover the week-
end. Honesty is something this town
and this debate both need.

But fact is not the basis for the
story. Rather hate and prejudice are
the motives by which Mr. Marano and
Mr. Williams sought to totally mis-
represent the fund raising events and
their purpose. Allow me to respond to
specific allegations in Mr. Marano’s ar-
ticle published and circulated by Mr.
DORNAN.

Allegation: ‘‘The dance party fea-
tured public nudity, illegal sexual ac-
tivity, and evidence of illegal drugs.’’

The facts: Absolutely no one other
than Mr. Marano makes such allega-
tions. Not one complaint was filed by a
security officer, nor were any com-
plaints lodged with them. Security per-
sonnel had been given full authority to
remove anyone for misconduct; not one
person was asked to leave. There is no
evidence of even a fight among the
2,000 dance attendees.
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The sponsors intentionally took

steps to prevent even the atmosphere
conducive to illegal activity. The secu-
rity personnel and volunteers were
strategically placed throughout the en-
tire room to make sure nothing hap-
pened. Three foot by four foot posters
were placed throughout the auditorium
and the restrooms with the message:
The possession or use of illegal sub-
stances is strictly prohibited. A $14,000
lighting system was purchased to make
sure the room was both decorative and
well-lit. I would point out to those who
watched parts of the Family Research
video that the filming occurred with-
out any camera lighting. This should
make clear there was no place dark
enough for the alleged illegal activity
to occur. Nor does the video show any
illegal activity. If the video was pro-
duced undercover, without lights, is
there any doubt such illegal activity
would have been filmed if it actually
occurred? I don’t think so.

Allegation: ‘‘A Federal building, the
Andrew Mellon Auditorium played host
to the dance and was the backdrop for
the illegal activity.’’

The facts: Again, there is no evidence
by anyone, including all security per-
sonnel and authorities at the Depart-
ment of Commerce, of any illegal ac-
tivity.

Allegation: ‘‘The sponsors included
Gay Republican STEVE GUNDERSON of
Wisconsin.’’

The facts: The four individuals men-
tioned earlier, were the sponsors
through a nonprofit organization called
Friends being Friends. Numerous cor-
porations sponsored part of the finan-
cial costs of the weekend. My sole role
was to serve as the congressional host
for the Sunday Brunch by requesting a
space in my name. Publicity for the
event gave special thanks to me, and to
17 others, for their assistance.

On Friday and Saturday, I was actu-
ally in Wisconsin. I returned to Wash-
ington Saturday night, but did not at-
tend the dance. On Sunday morning, if
you want to know, I attended church.
In the afternoon, Rob Morris and I at-
tended the brunch. We brought a close
friend, and former Capitol Hill staffer,
who now has AIDS. We purchased our
tickets for this event.

Allegation: ‘‘The homosexual com-
munity’s credo seems to be ‘Die young
and leave a pretty corpse’.’’

The facts: This is the journalism of
bigotry and prejudice. It has no place
in American society in the 1990’s. It
has nothing to do with an event orga-
nized to raise private funds for AIDS
Care Organizations, or a story of the
event. People with AIDS don’t die pret-
ty—they suffer the worst possible pain
and illness, as their bodies wither away
to nothing. One would hope that 15
years and over 300,000 deaths into this
epidemic, we would all have a better
understanding of the disease. I invite
Mr. Marano, and Mr. DORNAN, to come
visit the victims of this disease. In so
doing, they will learn these are not
some faceless pretty corpses. Rather,

they are the sons, and brothers, and
uncles, and lovers, and friends of the
greater American family. Tragically,
in increasing numbers they are also the
mothers, and sisters, and daughters of
America, as well.

Allegation: ‘‘At about 4 a.m., two
men proceeded to engage in illicit sex-
ual behavior in the main auditorium.’’

The facts: Absolutely no one but Mr.
Marano claims to have seen this inci-
dent. But one must wonder why he did
not film it. One must wonder why he
did not report it to security. Sexual
acts are not instantaneous occur-
rences. Why is no one willing to come
forth as witness to this event other
than Mr. Marano, who admits to being
on an assignment? According to the or-
ganizers, security and the volunteers
were placed at every possible place in
the auditorium to prevent even the re-
mote possibility of this type of inci-
dent from happening.

Allegation: ‘‘A battle between secu-
rity and partygoers erupted over the
restroom lights.’’

The facts: The main restrooms for
the event were in the basement. Be-
cause of this, security personnel were
placed there from the beginning of the
event and throughout the evening to
prevent any kind of occurrence. Secu-
rity reported no fights, no harassment,
no drugs, no smoking, nor any sexual
activity. Security made no reports of
illegal activity or trouble. At my re-
quest, the organizers of the event con-
tacted the responsible authority at the
Department of Commerce just yester-
day to confirm this information.

Second, the security system for the
evening included person-to-person com-
munication through headsets so that
each security guard might know any-
thing that was happening. At no time
during the entire event, did a com-
plaint come over the headsets indicat-
ing a problem between partygoers and
security.

Allegation: ‘‘Despite the flaunting of
public nudity, illicit sexual activity, il-
legal drug use, and pornography * * *
law enforcement never intervened.’’

The facts: Conveniently, only Mr.
Marano claims to have seen this illegal
activity. He feels compelled to discuss
a S/M conference that apparently oc-
curred in 1993 in the same building. He
then links that unconnected event to
the dance and concludes that the same
activities occurred during both events.
According to those who attended, the
allegation of pornography at the dance
is without basis. Given the purpose of
the dance event, discussion of S/M or
pornography has no place in an article
summarizing the weekend’s activities.

As mentioned numerous times before,
law enforcement never intervened be-
cause there was no basis for interven-
tion.

Allegation: ‘‘Every conceivable iso-
lated spot became a dilemma for secu-
rity. Security officers had to dilegently
watch the outside courtyard stairwell
in the smoking area. The steps led to a
dark alley on the side of the building

where many of the men were con-
gregating. * * * Orange cones were
erected to close the area off, as a secu-
rity officer was assigned to stand
watch.’’

The facts: If Mr. Marano had inter-
viewed any of the event sponsors before
writing his story, he would have dis-
covered the total error of his percep-
tions. First, the dance event was sold
out. Fire code would not allow any
more in the auditorium. Accordingly,
security monitored the back entrance
to prevent people from entering with-
out tickets. Second, the orange cones
alluded to were placed there by a con-
struction company to block access to
their construction. They had nothing
to do with the dance. Finally, security
guards were placed in the alley, near
the far door for two reasons. First, this
was the room where all the money was
being handled and stored. Second, this
entrance was also used for supplies and
garbage. Thus, there was much traffic
in and out during the evening. Security
was there to make sure only the right
people used this entrance, and no one
without credentials had access to the
money room.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
California has sought to question my
integrity and that of the sponsors of
Cherry Jubilee through misrepresenta-
tion of the facts and distortion of the
events surrounding that weekend, and
their purposes. He has every right in a
free society to pursue his opposition to
those of us who happen to be gay. He
has no right to misrepresent the facts,
nor distort information, in a desperate
attempt to smear an element of society
he dislikes.

While I am proud of the efforts of
these four young men to raise private
funds for people in need, my personal
involvement in this weekend was very
limited. I secured the space for the
Sunday brunch. My partner and I at-
tended the brunch, first to support the
cause, and second to make sure we
could refute any ill-founded allegations
if they were to come forth. I would
point out to my colleagues that the
Rayburn Courtyard is consumed in
sunlight between the hours of 1 and 4 in
the afternoon. I would further point
out that the space is created by four
walls with oversized windows on six
floors. On one side alone, there exist 45
oversized windows. There was certainly
no attempt to hide anything, or in any-
way misuse Federal property.

I rise today, in a question of privi-
lege, not for myself but for others.
First, I rise in defense of the four
young men who worked tirelessly
throughout the spring to produce this
event. They are all professionals, in
their own right, who did this out of
their concern for, and love for, those
suffering from AIDS. They raised
$60,000 in new resources that we won’t
have to finance with Federal funds.
Every conservative and every Repub-
lican should applaud such efforts.

Their efforts do not deserve to be
misrepresented as they have been by
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Mr. DORNAN, Mr. Marano, and Mr. Wil-
liams. The facts simply state other-
wise.

Second, I rise in defense of those in
need of these services. We often talk in
this chamber about the declining mor-
als of American society. I would re-
mind my colleagues of those words
from the New Testament, ‘‘Thou shalt
love thy Lord, they God, with all thy
heart, thy soul, and mind. This is the
greatest of all commandments. And
thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.
This is the second greatest command-
ment of all.’’

The Greater Washington area, today,
unfortunately has the largest con-
centration of HIV positive people in
the country. This is at the same time,
a city suffering from financial bank-
ruptcy. Few, if any, have suffered from
this financial mismanagement as have
the AIDS service organizations. No
place in America needs the charity and
help of the individual citizens more
than in this area, for this cause.

Cherry Jubilee represented the best
of the American tradition; it was the
classic public private-partnership to
help those who cannot help themselves.

Cherry Jubilee represented the best
of the American family. If family
means ‘‘unconditional love’’ then no
group has rallied to care for its own,
more than the American gay commu-
nity. When others cast the AIDS vic-
tims out of their houses, out of their
communities, and out of their church-
es; the gay community raised unparal-
leled funds to meet the needs of its vic-
tims.

Cherry Jubilee represented the best
of America’s Judao-Christian ethic.
They saw the least of these among us,
who needed food, and clothing, and
shelter. And through such events as
this, they tried to provide it. They be-
came the love of God personified, as
they became their brothers’ keepers.

And yes, Mr. DORNAN, they pursued a
Republican solution to a domestic
problem. They didn’t demonstrate on
the steps of the Capitol for more Fed-
eral funds. They didn’t ask for more
Federal mandates upon the local com-
munity. Rather, they took it upon
themselves to become a part of the so-
lution. They did it on their own. They
were one of George Bush’s thousand
points of light. They were one of NEWT
GINGRICH’s shining lights upon a hill.
They heard BOB DOLE tell them to ‘‘do
all they could, and then some.’’ And
that is what they did.

This country desperately needs its
people to stop the yelling, and simply
ask, ‘‘How can I help?’’ May I suggest
that to begin, we stop questioning
other people’s motives. Second, may I
suggest that we seek the facts, all the
facts, before we make unfounded accu-
sations. The sponsors of these events
are willing to do it again, if there is
support. But if all this should reap is
misrepresentation, controversy, and
lies, they will simply stop. In that
case, either we at the Federal level
must increase our financial payments,
or the victims must suffer even more.

Let us as leaders set the right exam-
ple by our words, and our conduct. And
I hope that in a small way, this time
has served to correct the inaccuracies
and distortions about this event, its ac-
tivities, and my role therein.

f

b 1545

REPORT ON NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY IN RESPONSE TO THREAT
POSED BY PROLIFERATION OF
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUC-
TION—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. 104–210)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr.
COMBEST) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of
the United States; which was read and,
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, without objection, referred to the
Committee on International Relations
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
As required by section 204 of the

International Emergency Economic
Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1703(c)) and sec-
tion 401(c) of the National Emergencies
Act (50 U.S.C. 1641(c)), I transmit here-
with a report on the national emer-
gency declared by Executive Order No
12938 of November 14, 1994, in response
to the threat posed by the proliferation
of nuclear, biological, and chemical
weapons (‘‘weapons of mass destruc-
tion’’) and of the means of delivering
such weapons.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 14, 1996.

f

REVISED DEFERRAL OF BUDG-
ETARY RESOURCES—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 104–211)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:
In accordance with the Congressional

Budget and Impoundment Control Act
of 1974, I herewith report one revised
deferral of budgetary resources, total-
ing $1.4 billion. The deferral affects the
International Security Assistance pro-
gram.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 14, 1996.

f

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1997

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 430 and rule
XXIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3230.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved it-
self into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3230) to
authorize appropriations for fiscal year
1997 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year
1997, and for other purposes, with Mr.
BARRETT of Nebraska in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the

rule, the bill is considered as having
been read the first time.

Under the rule, the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE] and the
gentleman from California [Mr. DEL-
LUMS] will each control 1 hour.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. SPENCE].

ALTERING ORDER OF CONSIDERATION OF
AMENDMENTS

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, pursu-
ant to section 4(c) of House Resolution
430, I request that during the consider-
ation of H.R. 3230, amendments Nos. 1
and 2 printed in part A of House Report
104–570 be considered after all other
amendments printed in that part of the
report.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s re-
quest is noted.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. SPENCE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, H.R.
3230 continues an effort we began last
year to revitalize this country’s na-
tional defenses after a decade of spend-
ing decline and force structure reduc-
tions. For the second consecutive year,
and in a bipartisan fashion, the Na-
tional Security Committee has re-
ported a bill that I believe considers
the future more realistically, and ad-
dress shortfalls and shortcomings in
the present more aggressively, than
does the administration. Moreover, the
committee’s efforts have been under-
taken within the broader context and
constraints of a commitment to bal-
ance the budget by the year 2002.

The primary mission of our military
forces has not changed very much since
the fall of the Berlin Wall—it remains
the protection and promotion of vital
U.S. interests around the world. De-
spite the end of the cold war, the
events of just the past year clearly
demonstrate that new challenges to
U.S. global interests are emerging on
many fronts.

China, as an emerging power, has
demonstrated a disturbing willingness
to use military force as a tool of coer-
cion as it threatens stability, prosper-
ity and the growth of democracy in
East Asia. The administration’s deci-
sion last week to waive sanctions
against the Chinese for their export of
nuclear sensitive technology to Paki-
stan undermines this country’s com-
mitment to nonproliferation in the
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